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Sir: 


In response to the Office Action dated January 14, 2010, applicants request reconsideration 
of all pending claims in view of the following remarks. 


All pending claims stand finally rejected under 35 USC §1 03(a) as allegedly unpatentably 
obvious over Rachman et al. in view of Jenkins et al., of record, and now in view of the movie "Billy 
Madison." The deficiencies of Rachman et al., as well as Jenkins et al., have been discussed in the 
previous response. The newly cited movie again does not include any disclosure that compensates 
for these deficiencies, as shall be established below. 

Concerning claims 44, 45, 64, 65 and 72-81, the PTO's position is again understood to be 
that Rachman et al., and Jenkins et al., together disclose all of the steps recited in the claims except 
the step of viewing a model removing an article of clothing as a reward system, e.g., when a 
question is answered correctly. The PTO now contends that "[t]he teacher and bus driver in Billy 
Madison, the movie, motivate Billy by removing a portion of their clothes for motivating Billy to 
correctly respond to questions." Accordingly, the PTO now urges that it would have been obvious 
to "modify the system of Rachman/Jenkins to a human model as disclosed by Billy Madison in order 
to persuade the participants to enter a correct response." 


